MR. GARVIN AND  THE 'NATIONAL' GOVERNMENT
be defeated without Liberal co-operation. In Mr. Garvin's
considered opinion, Mr. Baldwin's tactless and foolish attitude
towards Mr. Lloyd George had weakened any hope of Liberal
help in turning out the Government. When, to crown all,
the Liberals came to an informal working understanding with
the Government and the Liberal leader warmly supported the
Government with regard to Unemployment and Agricul-
ture, the hope of destroying the Government by a Liberal-
Conservative combination was absolutely lost. The chance
had gone and the hope of a general election gone too. Mr.
Garvin, looking to the future in black despair as he keened
his dismal coronach, wrote : c If the Labour Government is
allowed to go on for another two years, they will do more
injury to the common interest than can ever be repaired.'
A coalition of Liberal and Labour offered no remedy.
* Labour and Liberalism together on present lines are bound
to fail in dealing with the national problem. Mr. Snowden
confessed, if we understand him, that, owing to his huge
deficit, his next Budget will make the situation worse.' In
that sentence is revealed the real reason why Mr. Garvin
wished to remove the Labour Government. He feared the
taxation that a Labour Chancellor would impose.
The world was suffering from an economic blizzard, and
the financial stability of every country was threatened. Great
Britain could not escape. Indeed, the depression had already
come and would get worse. As the gale increased, it would
claim more victims. More and more people would be thrown
out of work. That in turn meant a greater drain on the
Unemployment Insurance Fund, already bankrupt. To meet
this increased charge, there must be increased revenue, and
that meant more taxation. A Labour Chancellor would not
hesitate to make the rich help the poor. Indeed, he might
even go so far as to reduce the interest on War Debt, put a tax
on investment or attempt some other fancy artifice of Socialist
finance. Who was to pay for the Depression ? Mr. Garvin was
determined that it should not be the income-tax payer or the
rentier. When Mr. Garvin referred to the c common interest,'
he meant the interest common to those two. If, therefore,
vexatious taxation was to be avoided, the Labour Government
must be destroyed. So, right through these articles came the
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